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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTHfSl FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION tAriKt J MUNTHfS) FROM 

Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 07 November 2003 
2a)M This action is FINAL. 2 b)D This action is non-final. 

3)Q Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters Drasecutinn fl <s to t ho montc i* 
closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, ?935 C D 1 M 453 O G°21 3 ° ^ mentS ' S 
Disposition of Claims 

40 Claim(s) 1,2,5 and 6 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) Ex3 Claim(s) 1,2,5 and 6 is/are rejected. 

7) lS| Claim(s) 1 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) U The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 85(a) 
, <*n ** PlaCement dmWing shee{ ® indudin 9 the c °n-ection is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 121(d). 

11) U The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO- 152 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

12 ®)H C Arb)D 9 ™ cO e NoneT ^ ^ M ^ 35 ^ § 119(aHd > ° r » 
1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

3 'M rnn'f ed f?h PieS 1 th ! Pri0f1ty documents have b een received in Application No. 
3.U Cop es of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in thisUational Staoe 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2(a)) 9 

1 in fSfnn 8 . 3 h aCh6( ! detai ' ed 0ffiCe 3Cti0n f0r 3 ,ist of the cert[fied c °P ie * received 
13)U Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 us r s iia^'/^ Q « •• ■ 
sincere reference 

? P translation of the fore[gn ,an 9uage provisional application has been received 
14XJ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a s DP rifir 
reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an AppLafon Data Sheet 37 CFR 1 78. 
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2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Paten. Drawing Review (PTO-848, 5 R ZlT, ^T?^^ ^ "** ' 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: Line 6, newly 
amended claim 1 recites "to about 1.0% to about 10% 71". Appropriate correction is 
required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
hf J" f ?'° n 102 ?i h ?I ttte ' l the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 

P^hi^fch"!^ 6 perS °. n n J v ' n 9 ordinar V ski » ^ ^e art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,2,5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kato et al (European patent 930375). 

Specific examples 7 and 17 in Table 1 on page 8 of Kato meet the compositional 
limitations recited in claim 1 and have r-values of 1.84 and 1.89 (within applicant's r 
value range of at least 1 .5) in Table 2 on page 9. Although prior art does not teach a 
ridging height of 50 microns or less at a 25% deformation, such would be expected 
since prior art steel is taught to have excellent deep drawability and anti-ridging 
properties. Moreover, Table 2 on page 9 discloses steel examples 7 and 17 with a very 
low ridging index of 1 . Hence it would be reasonable to conclude that prior art plate 
would also having a low- ridging height. 

Even though prior art does not teach a ferritic steel having a ridging height of 
about 50 microns or less when 25% deformation in uniaxial stretching is performed as 
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recited in claim 2, such property would be expected because compositions and general 
properties such as r-value, high ductility and anti-ridging are similar. 

Kato on lines 10-1 1 on page 2 discloses using ferritic steel as parts in motor cars 
in areas which require corrosion and heat resistance. This would include fuel tanks 
recited in claim 5 and fuel pipe recited in claim 6. 

Response to Arguments 
Applicant's arguments filed November 7, 2003 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. It was argued that Kato requires Nb and V to be in a defined 
ratio whereas the present invention does not. It is the examiner's position that 
regardless of the ratio requirement, Kato still discloses specific examples in Table 1 on 
page 8 containing V amounts within applicant's V range of 0.05 to 0.3% and hence 
would closely meet the present invention. 

Applicant submitted that the steel produced by Kato would not 
inherently/necessarily exhibit the same properties of the applicant's claimed steel 
because the processes in producing steel plates are different. It is the examiner's 
position that Kato discloses a product substantially similar to the claimed product, 
differing only in the manner by which it is produced. Note that the prior art teaches a 
composition and r value which meet the recited claims. Furthermore, one skilled in the 
art would expect and reasonably conclude that prior art steel plate would also have a 
low -ridging height since anti-ridging property and a low ridging index of 1 are taught. 
Moreover excellent deep drawability and ductility are taught which would produce a low 
ridging height. In any event, the burden falls to the applicant to show that any process 
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steps associated with the claimed product results in a materially different product from 
those of the prior art, because there is nothing in the record before the examiner to 
reasonably conclude that applicant's product differs in kind from those obtained by the 
references, see In re Brown, 173USPQ685. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the maiiing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Deborah Yee whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1253. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 6:00 to 2:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Roy King can be reached on 571 -272-1244. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-1253. Any 
inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272-1244. 
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